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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 10-11, 16, 22, 24 and 25 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
the term "can be" is not a positive limitation. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-4, 9, 12-13, 17-20 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Tsai et al (6,405,149). 

Consider claim 1, Tsai et al teach a test tool to provide input to a media platform, 
comprising: a processor associated with the test tool (col. 3 lines 15-17); a memory coupled to 
the processor (col. 3 lines 45-50); a program executable in connection with the processor and the 
memory, the program to test various media platform resources (col. 3 lines 47-48; col. 4 lines 1- 
15); and wherein to test the various media platform resources the program can receive a number 
of selectable input variables, the number of selectable input variables to simulate multiple 
application characteristics associated with a service application on the media platform (col. 3 line 
51 -col. 4 line 63). 

Consider claim 2, Tsai et al teach wherein the number of selectable input variables 
represent configurable media platform resources (col. 3 lines 55-67). 
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Consider claim 3, Tsai et al teach wherein the number of selectable input variables are 
independently and incrementally definable (col. 5 lines 43-55). 

Consider claim 4, Tsai et al teach wherein the service application includes a service 
application selected from the group of voice mail, interactive voice recognition (IVR) services, 
and dual tone multi-frequency (DTMF) applications (col. 3 lines 29-33; col. 4 lines 56-63). 

Consider claim 9, Tsai et al teach media platform call simulator, comprising: a processor 
(col. 3 lines 15-17); a memory coupled to the processor (col. 3 lines 45-50); a program 
executable in connection with the processor and the memory, the program to simulate a 
performance of various media platform resources handling various service applications (col. 3 
lines 47-48; col. 4 lines 1-15); and wherein to simulate a performance of various media platform 
resources handling various service applications the program receives a first number of input 
variables representing one or more application characteristics of one or more service applications 
(col. 3 line 51 - col. 4 line 63), and wherein the program receives a second number of input 
variables representing configurable media platform resources (col. 3 lines 55-67). 

Consider claim 12, Tsai et al teach wherein first and the second number of input variables 
are independently and incrementally definable (col. 5 lines 43-55). 

Consider claim 13, Tsai et al teach wherein the program simulates a performance of both 
call signaling and call media stream (col. 5 lines 25-38). 

Consider claim 17, Tsai et al teach a simulation system, comprising: a processor (col. 3 
lines 15-17); a memory coupled to the processor (col. 3 lines 45-50); means for simulating one or 
more application characteristics of one or more service applications (col. 3 lines 47-48; col 4 
lines 1-15); and means for simulating configurable media platform resources (col. 3 lines 55-67). 
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Consider claim 18, Tsai et al teach wherein the means for simulating one or more 
application characteristics of one or more service applications includes a program executable on 
the system to provide a number of independent input variables associated with the one or more 
application characteristics of one or more service applications (col. 5 lines 43-55). 

Consider clam 19, Tsai et al teach wherein the means for simulating configurable media 
platform resources includes a program executable on the system to provide a number of 
independent input variables associated with configurable media platform resources (col. 3 lines 
55-67). 

Consider claim 20, Tsai et al teach wherein the media platform handles a number of 
service applications without under-utilizing the resource capability of the media platform (col. 
547-50). 

Consider claim 32, Tsai et al teach a computer readable medium having a program to 
cause a device to perform a method that comprises: providing a number of input variables 
associated with signaling and media stream characteristics of a media platform (col. 3 lines 55- 
67); performing a test routine based on the number of input variables (col. 3 lines 1-12); and 
analyzing results of the testing routine to determine the performance capabilities of the media 
platform (col. 5 lines 11-42). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 5-7 and 10-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tsai et al (6,405,149) in view of Coleman (5,933,475). 

Consider claim 5, Tsai et al did not suggest wherein the number of selectable input 
variables include a call rate, a length of response time, a message time length, a call distribution 
pattern, and a call duration. However, Coleman suggested such (col. 3 line 40 - col. 4 line 1 1). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Coleman into view of Tsai et al in order to 
validate the performance capability of the system. 

Consider claim 6, Coleman teaches wherein the call rate is variable in increments of 
milliseconds, and wherein each of the number of selectable input variables can cycle through 
multiple combinations in multiple iterations (col. 2 lines 1 1-42). 

Consider claim 7, Tsai et al did not suggest teach wherein the various media platform 
resources include resources selected from the group of memory, media channels, network 
interconnects, processing capability, and application module resources. However, Coleman 
suggested such (col. 1 lines 47-59; col. 14 line 49-52). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching 
of Coleman into view of Tsai et al in order to validate the performance of the network. 

Consider claim 10, Tsai et al did not suggest wherein the first number of input variables 
representing one or more application characteristics can define: a call distribution pattern which 
varies over time during a testing routine; a call duration which varies over time during a testing 
routine; one or more message lengths associated with different activities in a particular service 
application; and one or more length of response times associated with the different activities of a 
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particular service application. However, Coleman suggested such (col. 3 line 40 - col. 4 line 1 1). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Coleman into view of Tsai et al in order to 
validate the performance capability of the system. 

Consider claim 11, Tsai et al did not suggest wherein the second number of input 
variables representing configurable media platform resources can define: a number of available 
media channels; an amount of processing resources; a number of network connections; and an 
amount of memory resources. However, Coleman suggested such (col. 1 lines 47-59; col. 14 line 
49-52). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Coleman into view of Tsai et al in order to 
validate the performance of the network. 

6. Claims 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tsai et al 
(6,405,149) in view of Liese et al (6,425,096). 

Consider claim 14, Tsai et al did not suggest wherein the program simulates the 
performance of both call signaling and call media stream across multiple Tl media cards and at 
least a thousand DSOs. However, Liese et al suggested such (col. 9 lines 56-63). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate the teaching of Liese et al into view of Tsai et al in order to validate the 
performance of the network. 

7. Claims 15, 21-24, 26 and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tsai et al (6,405,149) in view of Fitch (5,633,909). 
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Consider claim 15, Tsai et al did not suggest wherein the program outputs categorized 
performance report data. However, Fitch suggested such (col. 3 lines 34-40). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teaching of Fitch into view of Tsai et al in order to better manage test results. 

Consider claim 21, Tsai et al teach a method for testing a media platform, comprising: 
selecting a number of scalable variables to define one or more application characteristics for 
different service applications (col. 3 lines 55-67); executing a testing routine which implements 
the selected number of scalable variables (col. 3 lines 1-12); measuring the performance of 
various media platform resources while executing the testing routine; analyzing the measured 
performance (col. 5 lines 11-42). 

Tsai et al did not suggest providing categorized performance report data. However, Fitch 
suggested such (col. 3 lines 34-40). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Fitch into view 
of Tsai et al in order to better manage test results. 

Consider claim 22, Tsai et al teach wherein selecting a number of scalable variables to 
define one or more application characteristics includes: independently and incrementally 
defining the number of scalable variables such that multiple increments can be defined for each 
of the number of variables (col. 5 lines 43-55); and cycling through multiple combinations of the 
incrementally defined number of scalable variables in multiple iterations while executing the 
testing routine (col. 4 lines 11-31). 
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Consider claim 23, Tsai et al teach wherein executing a testing routine includes executing 
a repeatable testing routine useable for a number of different service applications and executing a 
variable testing routine based on the number of scalable variables (col. 5 line 57 - col. 6 line 2). 

Consider claim 24, Tsai et al teach wherein a different set of the number of scalable 
variables can be associated with the different service applications, and wherein the different 
service applications can be selected from a memory (col. 3 lines 55-67). 

Consider claim 26, Tsai et al teach a method for testing a media platform, comprising: 
providing a first number of input variables representing one or more application characteristics 
of one or more enhance service applications (col. 3 line 51 - col. 4 line 63); providing a second 
number of input variables representing configurable media platform resources (col. 3 lines 55- 
67); performing a simulation, based on the first and the second input variables, to measure a 
performance of a media platform handling the one or more service applications thereon (col. 3 
lines 1-12); analyzing results from the performed simulation (col. 5 lines 11-42). 

Tsai et al did not suggest providing performance report data based on a number of 
categorized input data. However, Fitch suggested such (col. 3 lines 34-40). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teaching of Fitch into view of Tsai et al in order to better manage test results. 

Consider claim 29, Tsai et al teach wherein performing a simulation based on the first 
and the second input variables includes measuring simulation interactions of the one or more 
service applications according to configurable media platform resources (col. 5 lines 1 1-42). 



Application/Control Number: 10/647,822 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2643 

Consider claim 30, Tsai et al teach wherein analyzing results from the performed 
simulation includes analyzing an impact on a particular set of media platform resources when 
running one or more service applications (col. 5 lines 1 1-42). 

Consider claim 31, Tsai et al teach wherein analyzing results from the performed 
simulation includes analyzing an impact of the characteristics from one service application on a 
performance of another service application for the particular set of media platform resources 
(col. 5 lines 11-42). 

8. Claims 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tsai et 
al (6,405,149) in view of Fitch (5,633,909) and further in view of Coleman (5,933,475). 

Consider claim 27, Tsai et al and Fitch did not suggest wherein providing a first number 
of input variables representing one or more application characteristics of one or more service 
applications includes providing a first number of input variables selected from the group of: a 
variable number of available media channels; a variable amount of processing resources; a 
variable amount of network connections; and a variable amount of memory resources. However, 
Coleman suggested such (col. 1 lines 47-59; col. 14 line 49-52). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate 
the teaching of Coleman into view of Tsai et al in order to validate the performance of the 
network. 

Consider claim 28, Tsai et al and Flitch did not suggest wherein providing a second 
number of input variables representing configurable media platform resources includes providing 
a second number of variables selected from the group of: a call rate which varies over time 
during a testing routine; a call duration which varies over time during a testing routine; variable 
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message lengths associated with different activities in a particular service application; and a 
variable length of response time associated with the different activities of a particular service 
application. However, Coleman suggested such (col. 3 line 40 - col. 4 line 11). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate the teaching of Coleman into view of Tsai et al in order to validate the 
performance capability of the system. 

9. Claims 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tsai et al 
(6,405,149) in view of Coleman (5,933,475) and further in view of Liese et al (6,425,096). 

Consider claim 8, Tsai et al and Coleman did not suggest wherein the media channels 
include media channels in a Tl or El media card. However, Liese et al suggested such (col. 9 
lines 56-63). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Liese et al into view of Tsai et al and 
Coleman in order to validate the performance of the network. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

10. Claims 16 and 25 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

12. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Mail Stop (explanation, e.g., Amendment or After- final, etc.) 

Commissioner for Patents 
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P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Facsimile responses should be faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 

Customer Service Window 

Randolph Building 

401 Dulany Street 

Alexandria, VA 22314 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quoc Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7511. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M, T, TH and SATURDAY from 8:00 to 6:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz, can be reached on (571) 272-7499. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 whose telephone number is (571) 272-2600. 
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